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THE 


PREFA CE. 


Heſe Quzſtiones Spinoſz, perplexed and 
T intricate Queſtions, whileſt that they have 
been by Canoniſts, Schoal- men , and others 
cxriouſly and learnedly diſputed, the Deciſion 3s 
left by them more dubious then they found then. 
Which gives occaſion to conceive , that there 7s a 
greater myſtery in ſearching out the Original Right 
of this ſacred Revenue, then ſome men of this Age 
do underſtand. Who therefore ought to be ſo mth 
the more circumſpect,what they attempt herein,by 
bew much the power of him with whow 1: the 
conteſt, is the greater: For the Diſpute is(not inter 
homines 1nter te Littgantes; (ed inter Deum 
& Homincs not betwixt men , but by men with 
God. Cafus tremendus, non temeritate exe- 
quendus; A Controverſte to be trembled at, not 
with temerity or raſhneſſe to be determined. For 
wo unto hin that ſftrivith with his Maker. Ela y 
45. 9. Be wiſe now therefore, Oh you Rulers, 
aud be Learned, Joe who are Tudges of the Earth. 
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The Preface. | Z 


Armdin (i ach dubious and ſacred matters,be ſure to 
give judgement the ſafeſt way. For if your Tudg- 


ment beErroneous, i is Robbery in the Superla- 


tive Degree. 

The laſt point bath onely been touched curſori- 
ly, by ſuch who bave written on this Subje&. 
And it ne ver was ſo ſeaſonable here in England, 
45 now, to be treated on purpoſely. Thou then 
who ſhalt be cexſorious of this Diſcourſe, let zt 
provoke thee to per a better, im the behalf of thy 
Mother the Church , which is the only ambition 
of him who thinks his name unwortby to be men- 
tioned for ber Advocate. 
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The Contents of this Treatiſe: 


He pretences for tbe Alteration 


Gods pecul iar Re ſervation of Tithes to bim- 
ſelf 

God the Donor of Tithes to P riefts and Miniſters. 

Gods Aſſignation to the Lewites pro tempore. 


Tithes Reverter to God ofter the Leviticall Law 
ended. 


' Opinions of the Quo Jure of Tithe. 
The alteration, of great weight and concermment. 


The Inſtitution of the Rtnde, Morally and Natural- 
ly Divine. 


Scrupulous conſciences ſifted and ſatisfied. 
Merally Diwine or Judicial. 


Not Lewviticall xor Ceremoniall. 


The end whereunto Tithes were ordained. 


A 3 Tithe: 


The Contents, 


Tithe not alwayes the Tenth. 
The end of their Inſtitution. 
How alterable. 
The pretence of contention anſwered, 
Whence the contention ariſeth. 
How the contention may with eaſe be prevented. 


When ce the ſtipend may iſſue , and its evill conſe- 


quences. 


The zncertainty of Tithes examined and confuted. 


The alteration inconſiſtent with Law ans Tuſtice. 
Patronages deſtroyed by ſuch alteration. 


The now low, and to be lamented condition of the 
Church, 


A Caveat for S upreme Power, and its Bounds. 
The Sum, and cloſe of all. 
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A Br tefe Diſcourſe COHCErN ing changing of Mini- 
fters Titbes into Stipends or other Thing. 


ZgHE Miniſtry of the Church of E: g/a1d, and main- 
4 WY tenance of the Miniſters,having been for many A- 
ges legally ſerled and eftabliſhed in this Nation, 
and by Divine Providence having bcen both late- 
ly dzlivered from h:adlong deſtrcu&tion, threatned 
by a generation of men ( ſhall I ſay) or rather b-aſts in the 
ſhape of men : The Church cannot yet promiſe her ſelt ſecurity 
or ſafety 3 for though her enemies have bin prevented by lay- 
ing her levzl by a down-right blow,: yet th:y will not ceaſe to 
(olicite Supreme power to do their work by a circumference, 
and before the Church could be throughly ſenfible of her a- 
foreſaid late delivery, thy have already contrived how to un- 
dermine her, by a ſpecious way held out of Peace and Profit,as 
It w2r2, agar towards her. Bit if the Church muſt be 
deftroy :d, the diff:rence is not great, whether it be done by the 
meanz?s of the open mouthed Ravenous Woltes, or by the un- 
derminings of the ſubtile Leering Foxes. 

Now in ſhort,the contrivance is, to take that from her which 
ſh: hath, and to find out a nzw way for her ſubfiſtance,and as is 
pretended lefſe ſubjzC& to ſcruple and contention, and not ſo in- 
certain.From which exchange,I ſhill pray for her delivzry,and 
that Supreme Power will take th2 connfell of Solomon herein, 
Nt to meddle with them that are given to ſuch change, left de- Prov. 4.21. 
ftrufion ariſe ſudd.cinly on them both. 

In the handling of which S:bjeA, the firſt thing to be taken 
into conſideration will be 3 By what Power and Anthority 
Tiches became and were ordain:d , for the Miniſtzrs Portion 
originally ? Wherein ſome there are, and thoſe not a few, nor 
men of weak judgement and |-arning, that have held; written, 
and maintained that God himſelf was the firft Donor of Tiches 
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unto his Miniſters. And that though he be the Creator and 


Lord of all the World, & gave the Earth, and the fruits thereof 
to the Children ofmen, that yet, in that =P gift, hedid re. 
ſerve in a peculiar manner, a Part or Portion thereot unto him- 
(elf, not that he needed any, but wherewith he would be ho- 
noured, and have Religion perpetuated by the Sons of men, 
for their own good, who by their offerings of ſuch part of their 
goods, wherewith God did blefle them, they ſhould honour 
him with their ſubſtance as ic is, Prov. 3.9. and acknowledge 
their Homage to him, and pertorm that ſervice towards him, 
which from the beginning was ordained them to do. 
And for proof of this truth, the offerings of Cain and Abel! 
are alledged, who had no other commands thatwe read of, 


\ then the very diftat of nature herein to guide and dire&tthem, 


See Str H. Sp: 
© 24, P- 102. 


And.becauſe there was thenno other Miniſtry ordained by 
God, therefore was this offering of theirs made unto God 
himſelf,which as ſome do conjecture, is for the part that which 
was afterwards called Tithes, 

For we do »ot read in Sacred Writ, that the Lord did own 
any other part for His, of the goods he had given unto man, (l 
mean Morally or Judicially, not Ceremonially) then Tithes, 
and of thoſe he ſaith, Levit. 27. 3o. that Tithes are the Lords, 
Holy to the Lord. As for other offerings, the Lord did never 
own then, till man had vowed or offzred them. We ſpeak nor 
of firſt Fruits or Sacrificcs, or what was ceremoniall. But of 
Tithes, you ſee it is ſaid, that they are the Lords ( not yet the 
Levites) in the Preſent Tenſe, and his peculiar Right, before 
they were Either ſevered or paid, or aſſigned to the Levites. 

Now ſo ſoon as we read either of Pricfthood or Miniſtry. 
We ſee that God apointcd that that part or portion of worldly 
g00ds, which by the Law of divine nature, man was tooff-r 
unto the Creator, was to be offzred unto the Prieſt,for no man 
will doubt, but what Abraham offered or gaveto Melchiſedeck, 
was. by divine appointment, And that which he did give 1s 
named Tithzs, but whether only of the ſpoiles as ſome would 
have it, or of all his ſubſtance as others afthrm it, we will not 
h-re diſpute it. But what was this of Abrahams tithing for ? 
Not for Sacrificing, tor he offered nothing, but for bleſling, 
which the Vaniſters of Chriſt perpetually performing, the _ 
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reward is due to them that did belong to the Prieſt, for no 
change of the Law, but by the change ofthe Prieſthood, which 


is th: ſame of Melchi/edeck and Chrift for ever. And again that z,,, =" 


that which Facob vowed was Tithes, nota voluntary vow as 
ſome would have it, but a diQtat of divine nature, according 
to the example of Abraham his Grandfather, and in common 
underſtanding to be paid unto the Prieſt as Abraham did, the 
eldeſt Son of the Families being then the Prieſt, till Aarox : ſee 
more of this in Mr. SelJen. 

The matter being thus ſtated and uncontroverted, that the 
great and wile Creator reſerved to himſelt a peculiar right in 
the Creatures ( though the Qu2ta be not agreed on) which he 
afterwards conferred upon, and aſſigned to his Prieſts in the 
dark times betore the Law, it will under the Law be moſt plain 
and perſpicuous both for the kind, and forthe ©uota alſo,that 
the Portion which the Lord /appointed to his Miniſters, the 
Tribe of Levi for their ſervice in the Tabernacle was (amongſt 
other things)Jof the Fruits and production of the Earth in kind, 
and the Tenth part thereof, truly called Tithes. For the Tribe 
of Levi, being joyned to the Prieſthood the Houſe of Aaron, a 
Levite and his Sons, the Tithes by this were not taken from the 
Prieſthood, to whom they only belonged, but by that conjun+ 
&ion, the Prieſts and Levites being united, Tithes became the 
Right of both as Prieſts; and the people paid their Tithesto 
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the Levitzs, andthey Tithes to the Prieſts, but notwithſtanding Numb. 18.26. 


this conjunCtion the Levites had only the charge of the Taber- 
nacle and Aaroz and his Sons the charge of the SanQuary, Al- 
tar and Veſſzlls thereunto belonging, and yet by reaſen of this 


union the Prieſts were ſometimes called Levites,as in Ezech. 44. Ezech. 44.15. 


and the LevitesPrieſts, Heb. 7. where it is ſaid that the Sons of Heb.7- s. 


Levi, who receive the office of Prieſthood have command to 
take Tithes of the People. This obſervation will not be al- 
together :1(cle(s, wilt it meets with an obj=Ction that Tithes 
were taken from the Priz(ts, and given to the Levites, who 
were not Prieſts, and fo became Leviticall,and ended with Le- 
vi. Whereas by this it appzares that rhe Levites were joyned 
tothe Prieſts, and God might make whom Prieſts he pleaſed ; 
and ſo Tithes were not taken from the Prieſts, but belonged to 
the Levites, being joyned to the a”: Nor had NO 
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been taken from th: Prieſts by God, and given to the Levites , 
would that conclaſton have tollowed , that Tithes muſt then 
end with the Levites,as ſhall be made more plain hereafter. Nor 
doth it follow,that, becauſe if God the Creator and crue owner 
did take them from the one, and give them to the other pro 
Tempore, therefore man may ſo do, or deſtroy them tor ever, of 
which more hereafter. 

The firſt place in the Old Teſtament of the Law, where 
Tithes be ſpoken of exprelly, ſaving that of Abraham and 7 a- 
cob, is that before remembred of Levit. the 27. 30. in which the 
Lord only declares his Right unto them. The next place is 
that of Numb. 18. #1. where he afign:th them to Lev for an 
inheritance for their ſervice in the Tabernacle. Theſe two 
Texts of Sacred Writ, and the conſtant Praftiſe of the Jewes in 
paying their Tithes during the time ot the Law, eventothe 
comming of Chriſt, as by that. ot our Saviour of Tithing 
mint,%c.and by the boaſting Phariſces ſpeech to our Saviour 
of tithing all he poſi-{ſed app:ares, do 1o maniteſt the truth 
hereof;that it admits no diſpute, uatill the Leviticall Law was 
abrogated. | 

Now that Law cealing by the dcath of our Lord and Savi- 
our Chrift Jcſus ; the next thing conhiderable will be, what bc= 
came of Tithes, whzn the Levites ſervice in the Templ: ceaſed. 
For the Right underſtanding wiereot, let ns look a little back 
ro that which hath been ſaid. For if it be true , which indeed 
cannot be denyed, that God did reſerve a Part and Portion of 
the Creat ires as his peculiar Right, in the off:ring whereot,man 
for Gods bleſſing on his goods, was to cxpreſs his gratitude to 
his Creator and BenetaCtor, even by the Divine Law of Nature, 
which is ſo grounded in the Natare of mrankind-, as that there 
never yet was any People, who honoured God, but held ir 
their duty to do him honour with their goods; for it is a prin- 


#doker.p. 424, crple in Nature, a truth infallible, and an Axiom: unqueltio- 


nable, that men are eternally bound to honvar God, with their 
ſubſtance from whom they have itan token of rheir gratitude. 
Nor ever was any people fo barvarous, but vid acknowledge a 
Deity, and to that Dzity which they did ſo acknovIedze, they 
naturally did offer of thoſe good things, which they {ippoied 
to receive from ſuch Deity. Upon which ground ariſcth thax 
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Int:rrogation of the Prophet, 1/41 Any nan ſpoil his gods ? are Mal.3.9. 


guing the withholding of Tirhes to be a violation of the Law 
ot Naturezaud not of the Levictical Ordinances. If this (1 ſay ) 
be a Truth, and that the part and portion thus due unto the 
Creator, be that which he calleth Tithes, ( for other part of 
nians goods the Lord doth not challenge in that peculiar way, 
but Tithes he doth in expreſſe terms, _) And them you fee he 
bettowes upon his Prielts before the Law, and under the Law 
upon the Levites for their ſervice in the Tabernacle, (out of 
which Kill the Prieſts had a Tithe) which atlignation to the 
Levites, hath this tacite condition annexed unto it, that when 
that ſervice failed, then the wages ceaſed, and the Levites were 
no longer to enjoy their Tithes, then whiteft the ſervice laſted, 
tor pertormance whzreof that wages was allowed, it follows of 
congruicy, that thoſe Tiches part or portion which were the 
Lords peculiar right before the Levitical aflignation, ſhould 
rcarn again unto the Lord, as in his former right ; tor elſe we 
deny God that Reverter of his own pope and peculiar inheri- 
tancegwhich we enjoy in ours,when the line faileth upon whom 
we make the Intail. 

And Tirthes being thus reverted to God, uot for any need he 
had of them, but for the need mankinde had of the Priefts and 
Miniſters of the Goſpel. Which Miniſtery , ag it ceaſeth not 
till the ſecond coming of our Lord and Saviour Chriſt Jeſus, 
{o it cannot be ſupported without Temporal means, which 
l:adeth us tothe next Confideration , Whether the Lord bath 
not afſign'd that his right of Tithes unto the Miniſters of the 
Goſpel. | 

Though it be true, that there 1560 ſuch expreſs Text of 
Scripture in the New Teſtament to prove the Lords aſhgnmenc 
of Tithes unto the Miniſters of the Goſpel, as that of Numb. 
19.21. to prove his aſlignation thereot unto the Levites, yet the 
conſequences and arguments drawn from ſeveral Texts of the 
New Tetftament, doe evidently enough prove Tithes to belong 
to them tor their Miniſtery, as well as to the Leyites for their 
ſervice. 

Thar the Nzw Teſtament doth fr:quently command and call 
for a maintenance for the Miniſter, and that to be not onely 
competent , but honourable, we need not cite the particular 
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Texts of Scripture for it: That any oth:r ordinary mainte- 
nance is intended the Miniſtzry of th Goſp2l, by the Nzw Te- 
Kament, then Tithes, the Scriptare is {ilznt in it, aud we muſt 
be ignorant of it. Nor doth it app-ar that th: Lord hath o- 
therwiſe diſpoſed of this his Priefly patrimony : therefore we 
may with ſafety conclude, that the ordinary maintenance of 
the Miniſters of the Goſpel intended by the N2w Teſtament, is 
partly Tithes, which if th:y may not enjoy , there is no other 
can claim or derive a title to. And th: Maxime of the Law is, 
thas In equal: Fure Melior et eonditio Poſsidentts, 

The non-payment of Tithes to the Miniſters of the Goſpel in 
the Apoſtles days, and in the Primitive times of Chriſtianity, 
isno argument againſt their right; for til a Nation became 
Chriſtian , Tithes could not be paid , nor could the Miniſters 
of the Goſpcl in thoſe times of pzrſecutiongreceive, collect, or 
retain them. The Apoſtle prevents this objection of non- 
uſage of their power, to be no prejudice to their right. 

It hath been, and yet is much controverted amongſt the 
Learned, by what right Tithes are due, ſome holding them to 
be due Fure Divino morali, as the Canoniſts generally , with 
whom agree many of our Englith and Learn:d Divin?s; but 
ſome agree the tenth part to bee only due by Law Poſitive and 
Eccleitaſtick, and that there is no more 71s Naturale , or Di= 
vinum Morale in it, then what commands a comp:tence to the 
Prieſthood ; and what now 1is,is in imitation onely of the Few 
7p ſtate ordered by the Almighty, and not obligatory under 
the Goſpel, but that th: Church might treely have ordainzd 
a ninth, eleventh, or other part. 

Others there are who hold, that Tithes amongſt the Jews 
were onely Judicials, and not due by Divinz, Moral Law, or 
Law of Nature, but by th? Civil Law of that Nation. And 
of this opinion are the Schoolmen generally, who when the 
ſpeak of their Fus Divinum, they are to bz underſtood to | Pea 
of the Law Poſitive of the Church , imitating the Divine Ju- 
dicials, which retain their vim exemplarem , though not c l;- 
gativam; neithzr do they make any diffzrence betwixt Tithes 
pradiall and perſonall, in this reſpet, which the Canoniſfts 


do. 


Others there bz, who hold them C:remonial, and to deter- 
mine 
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min2 with the L?vitical Law, though they bz not able to ſhw 
what th2 payment of Tithes did fignifiz, nor what they did ty- 
pift2, nor whereof they were a ceremony , which are the only 
Diſcoverers of that which is Ceremonial. In this varie- 
ty of opinions, thz queſtion amongſt th: Canoniſts, School-- 
men, and Divines, not bzing yet determin:zd by what Law 
Tithes are d1e (though k may be gathered for a truth , from 
the Scriptures, the Fathers, and other Humane Writers , that 
for ſo much as concerneth the due maintenance of the Miniſter, 
that it is due Fure Divino Morali,) by the Law of Nature, that 
yet the part as it was declared by the Judicial Law of the Jews, 
ſo is it due by the Civil or Poſitive Law of thz Nation, but yet 
from the time of Grant or D:dication, to be the Lords to the 
worlds end, unlefſe himſelf, or perhaps the Miniſters his Tra- 
ſtees, ſhall renounce or relinquiſh them. ) It is no ſmall or 
trivial buſinefle for thoſe in preſent power to go about an uni- 
verſal alteration of this ſacred patrimony. (Sacred,I ſay,that 
is, ſct apart towards the ſervice of God, in perpctaity under 
the lintication aboveſaid of the Lords or of his Miniſters renun-: 
ciation.) Before there be a judicious d:termination of its Ort- 
gina] right, by an Aſſ:mbly of L-arnzd and Orthodox Divines, 
Lawyers, Canoniſts, and Caſuiſts, thereunto called by Su- 
preme Authority. 

For if Tithes be due to the Miniſters of th2 Goſpel 7ure 
Divino Morali, or by the Law of Nature in kind2, or in quin- 
tity, then wilt that Statz which ſhall alcer them,or enforce an 
exchange of them for ſome other thing, be guilty of no leſle 
ſin then Sacriledge , which is of ſo high a nature, that it coſt 
Ananias and Sapphira dear; a bes oh the higheſt of that 
nature, we read of, in th? N:w Teſtament, intimating unto us, 
that fin to b2 thz greateſt which aftzr the dzath of our Saviour 
was in all thz Apoſtles times at:d or committed. Not for 
breach of the Levitical law, thzn ended 3 but of th: Moral 
Jaw, in withdrawing a thing d2voted, the taking away w hat 
our forefathzrs dzvoted, ( as Tithes ) aggravates thz offnce, 
and ſo will do th2 puniſhment. Nor have thoſe parts or perions 
wherein, or by whom it hath b2zn praCtiſed, gone unattended 
with direful Judgementsz N:ither Germany, France,Holland, 
nor Scotland, (1 will not ſpeak of Eng/an1s condition ) can at 
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this day glory of thzir proſperity, where that ſacred patrimo« 
ny, with other of the like nature, have been ſwallowed up 
totally, or converted into Stipends or othzr things. 

And beſides the {in of Sacriſedgz, it mult needs be interpre- 
teda tranſcendent and high preſumption tor man to take up- 
on him to be wiſer then his Creator. And whereas God in his 
wiſdome hath appointed T ithes to be the maintenance of his 
Miniſters, that man ſhould take upon him to chop and to 
change, to take away or confound what the Lord hath ordai- 
ned. When we pay our Tithes duly, we bave in. that par- 
ticular diſcharged our dutics both to God,and to our Miniſter, 
cither according to the Divine, Moral Law, or exemplary-wiſe 
by imitation of the Divine Judicial Law; but when Tithes 
{hall be turned into Stipends,or ſome other thing now, or into 
Hoc aliquid nihil, hereatter, how can a man be tatisfied when 
he hath paid or performed that , that he hath done what hee 
ought, or don: his duty without diminution, the ſureſt way 
for God to have his right, and the traeſt way for man to dono 
wrong , is payment in kinde out of th very ſelf-ſame goods, 
which the Earth by his gracious blefling doth continually pro- 
duce. It was a witty obſervation of the Hebrews,that when a 
man pays his Tithes , he is the Husbandman , and receiveth 
nine parts for one , and God who receiveth one of ten is the 
Pri-ſt. But when Tithes ar: not paid, then God is the Huſ- 
bandman, and keeps the nine parts, and man is the Prieſt, and 
bath but the tenth ; for then ten acres of Vine ſhall yield bur 
one Bathe, Eſa. 5.10. So tender werethe conſclences of men 
heretofore in point of Tithing, that few of them could be ſa- 
tizfed that they had ſo punCtually paid them as they ought,and 
therefore uſually in their Wills they b:queathed fomewhat to 
the Parſon tor Tithes omitted, in Ky whereof the Mortuary 
1s paid to this day : how ſeared are the conſciences of men now, 
that would pay no Tithe at all? 

Now thoſe who write againſt the Divine Moral Right of 
the Qucta, or tenth part, yet ſtil] agree that a part or portion 
of the Increaſe of the truits of the Earth, &c. in kinde, is the 
right of the Miniſters of the Goſpel by the Divine Moral Law, 
and by th: Evangelical Texts of Muzling the Ox , Planting a 
Vineyard, Feeding a flock, and not partaking of the milk and 
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Frait thereof in kind, with many other places of the New 
Teſtament, which the Apoftle urgeth not, as an Ordinance de 
Novo, but from the Law which proves molt fully, that the 
manner of tiching ander th: Goſpell, ought to be as it was un- 
d-r the Law, both in kind and quantity. How then can it ſtand 
with the Conſciences of them in Power to alter the way, thar 


Gad hath appointed for mgintenance of bis Miniſtes?will they 


Rill be wiſer then he ? 

If the Tenth part be looked upon by the Repining people, as 
tao great a Portion for Gods Miniſters of the Goſpel! to enjoy, 
wherein thou man doeſt ſtill take upon thee, to be wiſer then 
thy Creator, who appointed his Priefts that and much more 
among the Jewes. Why then doeft not thon only content thy 
{elf with an Abridgement of the Quotes or part ? but thon muſt 
bz altering of th2 very Nature and kind alſo of that mainte- 
nance, that God inhis wiſdom hath by Divine Morall Law or- 
dained for his Miniſters, and not without vitible and pregnant 
R-aſon, For this way of maintenance , is ſutable to all times, 
both of plenty and ſcarcity ; agreeable to all prices of Corn, 
Grain,Hay, and other comnudities,the Prices whereof though 
they change daily, yet Natare being uſually the ſame, keeps 
the trae ſtandard betwixt God and man. Againof conveni- 
ency to all p:rſons both Parithionzrs and Miniſters, the one to 
g0no furth:r to pay, nor the orhzr to recive whats due, then 
to th2 Land it ſelf within the Parith. And ot belt Equality, 
the Poor not burthened, nor the Rich caſed, (tor the diÞpro- 
portion betwixc Tithe of Paſture and arrable, makes not T i- 
thing unequall, comparing Land of the ſame q.ality one with 
another, but the inzquality thereot proceeds trom the owners 


a{age, who is at liberty to husband his Land, in what kind he 


pleaſerh, whether he be rich or Poor,) The duty more readi- 
ky pzrformed in paying Tithe in xinde, then by paying the vas 
lae thereof in monzv , which with molt Farmors is uſually 
wantins, whzn their commodities are molt plentifull, and 
may be better ſpared. 

And avain it is mor: Niturall that Tirhes be paid in kind 
thn otherwiſe, For Tithes procuce an increaſe ot the Heap, 
ot of which ti1:y are taken, and by the Jzwes were accounted 
the very Mod, Fence,and Bulwark of all their fubltance. And 
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venue ofthe Church ; And again it is contrary to Reaſon, and 


: E 


ifyou look upon the quantity, Ten is the number of Natures 
perfe&ion, beyond which we cannot go without iteration and 
Repetition. And Pofe!lys telleth us, that it ſtands with Rea- 
ſon, that foraſmuach as all Creatures do bear the Charafter of 
Divine Power, Wiſdom, and Mercy of the Creator , That 
Tithes as well as Tribut2 (hould be paid of, that to him whoſe 
Image and Superſcription they bear, How elſe do we give Ho- 
nour, to whom Honour belongeth, or to God the things that 
are Gods, our Wealth being Gods, as well as the time of our 
Lives, whereof he Reſerved a ſeventh part to himſelf, but of 


. the other only a tenths 


And again Nature and Reaſon do plead for the Miniſter to 

articipate with the People in that kind, wherein there may 
be equallity of fortunz, and whereby Sympathy and Commu- 
nion, that great Bond of Nature, between the Church and 
Commonwealth is preſerved ( as a late Learned Biſhop of this 
Church hath itYas in fair and ſeaſonable weather, and in times 
of Plenty, the Miniſter to rejoyce and praiſe God with the 
People, in want and tempeſtuous weather, to mourn and pray 
together, But where the Prieſt is a ſtipendary, when the Tom 
ple rejoyce for Plenty, or lament for want, the Miniſter doth 
neither; for what is their Sowing, Mowing, or Reaping unto 


him, when the Bond of Nature is difſolved, the like nay be 


faid, where the Miniſter walketh, waiteth and attendeth fcr 
his (it may be two narrow ſtipend that is withheld from him, 
for want whereof he, his Wife, Children, and Family Mourn, 
Lament, an Famiſh, what is all this to the People ? there isno 
Sympathiſing one with another, either in Mirth, or Miſery,for 
the greateſt Bond of Nature is diffolved. 

Let us now come to conlider of the Grounds, and Motiv«s 
held forth for the alteration of Tithes, the ſerled Revenue, and 
undeniable Right,and Property of the Miniſters of the Church 
and the converting ofthem into ſtipznds, or ſome other thing, 

The firſt Argument | find is, thatthe Payment of Tithes is 
{crapulous to tender Conſciences. 

To which it may be anſwered, that thoſe Conſciences ſhould 
be firft -zxamined, and then Re&ihed, rather then ſuch an uni- 
verſ{all alteration ſhould be made of that Sacred and ſtled Re- 


tha 


G5 


the Rules of Government to Repeal,or to overthrow a Funda 
mentall, Generall and well ered Law, becaute a few either 
Sickbraind, or Difſembling ſort ot People do quarrell at it: 
Firſt let ſuch men be well examined,whether it be Confcicnce 
or Covetouſneſs, that is moſt predominant with them. And 
that you may eaſily diſcover by this Touchſtone , viz. whe- 
ther he be willing to ſet forth as much Land for the Miniſter, 
as is equivalent to the value of his Tithes, it he will ſo do,then 
aml ſo charitable as to think, that perſons Conſcience to be 
rruly render, and great pitty it were to offend it. But this parti» 
cular Caſe may better be compoſed by a Temporary, or nu- 
tuall agreement betwixt the Parſon and ſuch Pariſhioner,then 
by altering of a generall Law, tor the ſatisfaCtion of ſuch parti- 
cular perſons, whoſe number you will find very inconfiderable 
to the multitude,& happily his Poſterity,or he that ſhal ſucceed 
him in his dwelling, may be of another mind;And then as good 
cauſe to alter the Law again. And thus by ſeeking to pleaſe 
the Humors of ſome particular ns a Fundamentall of the 
Law muſt be infringed, not only to the Generall prejudice of 
the Miniſters, but alſo to the Publick incertainty, and Confuſi- 
on of the propriety of all men. 

But it by this Effay, you find ſuch tender conſcience, neither 
willing to pay Tithe, nor any thing elſe in Lieu thereof to the 
Miniſter 3 you may conclude him either Covetous, Hypocriti- 
call or Schiſmatical; For whoſe ſake it is to be hoped that thoſe 
in Supreme Power will not hold it fit tomake ſuch a general 
alteration in ſo Sacred a Revenue, but rather that ſuch pre» 
rended (crapulous perſons bz brought to conformity to the 
good old Law of the Land, then to make the Lawes of Church 
and Commonwealth conformable unto them. Thoſe whom 
Providence lately prevented, trom deſtroying both Miniſtry, 
Church Maintenance and Propriety, will yet be glad to ſee 
ſuch an univerſall Alteration, as a ſtep leading to their deſign. 

Let us yet examin this ſcrupled Conſcience a little further, 
and (ce it any thing there be in ſacred Scripture to raiſe this 
ſcraple; for it muſt ariſe, either trom the originall inſtitution 
of them, or from the end whereunto they were inſtituted. Their 
originall inſtitution is either by the Divine Morall Law, and 
Law of Nature; or by the Judiciall and Natitonall Law of the 

C Jewes; 
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ewe 33 Oc by the Leviticall Lawz Orby the Ceremoniall Law. 
or theſe four ( if we may make ſo many of them) are all the 

opinions we read of, shat have been broached of the Quo Fuve 
of Tithes. 

Now if they be due by the Divine Morrall Law, and Di- 
vine Law of Nature, that bindesall People, in all Places, and 
at all times, and from thence thzre can ariſe no Scruple. 

If in the next place it be granted, that they are Judicialls, 
and fo obligatory to the rm as their Nationall Law ; Then 
by that reaſon ic nuſt follow, that Tirhes ought to be paid in 
this Nation, becauſe they are due to the Miniſters, by the Na- 
tionall Law of this Land, which ought to be as binding here 
in Exgland, as it was amongſt the Jewes, from whom England 
had irs Pattern and example,whych is the moſt that can be tru- 
ly faid ofa Jewiſh continuance with us; yet not that we are in 
Love with it, b:cauſe it was Ws bur like it, becauſe it was 
the Lords ordinance Judiciall, it not Morall. 

If Leviticall. Hence indeed may ariſe a Scraple, becauſe 
the Leviticall Law is ended in our Saviour. Burt that they are 
not of Leviticall Inſtiturion,ſome give this anfwer(that would 

ove them due by the Law ot Nature) that Tithes were paid 
bikes the Leviticall Law given, by Abraham and Facob, and 
therefore cannot be Leviticall. Others anſwer. that all that is 
Leviticall in Tithes is ovly their Afſtignation to the Levires for 
their ſervice, and that ſervice being ended, the Right of Tithes 
return again to the Lord, the Donor, by him to be diſpoſed of 
according to his good will and pleaſure. 

If Ceremoniallz Then true it isthat Tithes are not to be con- 
tinued, amongſt Chriſtians, toraſmuch as it is agreed, that 7 = 
dicialia ſunt Mortua, and may be imitated, and taken up in ex- 
ample again: But Ceremonialia ſunt mortifera, deadly and not 
to be revived or continued ; But the double anſwer laft be- 
fore mentioned to the Leviticall anſwereth the Ceremoniall 

retence alſo , but becauſe a threefold Cord is nor ealily 

roken, take hereunto this third anſwer alſo, that they were 
not Ceremoniall, toraſmuch as they did neither fignifie, nor 
Typitie any thing. 

Bat the end of Tithes is the Honour and ſervice of God, 

(which no conſcience may ſcruple at) axd maintenance not of 


the 
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the Levites only, but of the Miniſters of the Goſpell of Chriſt 
at all times to remain, ſo hy as the Miniſtry ſhall ſtand, and 
though not paid in the Apoſtles time, or times of perſecution, 
yet were they by the Ancient Fathers ſucceeding, the Apoſtles 
challenged to the Church as th: Lords Ordinance for mainte- 
nance of the Miniſtry, and by univerfall conſent of all Chriſten- 
dome firſt or laſt paid. For as ſoon as the ſtate of the Charch 
could permit and admit thereot,Chriſtians held ir moſt Natu« 
rall and Fit,that God ſhould as before the Law, and under the 
Law, have his ancient Revenue of Tithes after the Law. 


Wherein I would not bz miitaken, as if I did afhrm that the Mr.S. Epiſt. 


Tenth part ({ when I ſpeak of the payment of Tithes ) was ſo P: ag - and 
univerſally paid, but that ſome part more orlefſe of the Fruits _ -P+ 243+ 


of the Earth in kind were paid. For you may ſce that Decis 
ma, or Decimatio do not alwayes fignihe either a reall Tithe, 
or a Tenth part, but ſometimes money paid in Lieu of Tithe, 
or as-it were of thenature of Tithe, ſo called, but not ſo in 


truth in the ſtatutes of 29. H. $. 21. and 37. H. 8. 22. and the Sir H.Sp.c: 
Decree made upon them conceming Loxdon. And ſometimes 14-P-57- 


lefſe then a Tenth, as the four Thraves of Corn,of every Plow» 
Land, in the Eaſt Riding of Tork, given by King Athel/ſox to 
the Church of Beverly , which came not neer toa Tenth, is 
ſtiled Decime in the Bull of the Pope» And the gift of two 
Sheaves in an ancient Chartulary there remembred, is called 
Decimatio. And for ſatisfa&ion herein, you nay ce the Ety- 
mologie of the word Decima or Tithe, to fignitie the Tenth, 
whether it be the Tenth part or not. But this by way of Di- 
greffion, which yet may ſerve to reconcile many diſputes cone 
cerning the Quota, or part tithed, if well and rightly weighed, 

But to return once more to the Scrupulous Conſcience, for 
I am loath to leave him unſatisfied, or at leaſt unconvinced. It 
is the Generall tenet of all the Learned, that Tithes are neither 
Ceremoniall, nor Leviticall, otherwiſe then in their Aflgna- 
tionto the Levites for the Service of the Tabernacle. And 
Saint Paul well knew, that the Leviticall and Cerzmoniall 
Law wereended, and would never have uſed an Antiquated 
Law for Argument, or proof of the Right of the Minitters of 
the Goſpell, as he doth that of Dext. 25. 4. Of Muzlang the 


Ox, &c. If that Law had not been rather Naturall then Gere- 
C 2 moniall. 
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moniall. But though that ſecvice be ended of the Levires,yer 
the end whereat that maintenance aimed, was the ſerviceof 
God, which the Miniſters of the Goſpell yet pzrforming, Thar 
very maintenance ex Congruo, and by Saint Pauls aforefaid Ar- 
gument ( if not from the Divine morall Law.,yet) from the 
Politicall Law of the Jewes not wholly cancelled, belongs to 
the Miniſters of the Goſpell, which none but the moſt ſeditious 
Set of Anabaptiſts will deny, who denying alſo the very Mi- 
niſtry it ſelf, can do no lefſz then deny their maintenance, to 
whom [1 ſhall give no other Anſwer then before, as to the Right 
of Tithes. And for their other opinions concerning the Mini- 
ſtry it ſelf, they have been abundantly confuted, by many of 
the Learned, and it isa proper Subjett tor the Divine to under- 
take, if any thing De Novo can be allegded by them. 

But here I truſt is ſufficient matter ſhzwed to prove Tithes 
to be due, cither by the Divine Morall, or Naturall Law,or by 
the Poſitive Law of this Nation, wherein the Canoniſts., and 
Divines generally holding the Divine Morall Right, the 
Schoolemen , Papiſts, and many othzrs the: Potitive Lawesof 
each Nation, which queſtion, I will not take npon me to de- 
termin?, foraſmuch as FTithes being the Miniſters due here in 
England, by either of thoſe wayes3 it ſerves the turn for , this 
diſcourſe, the Scope and aime thereot only bzing, to ſatisfie 
the Reader, that whether Tithes are due here, by the one Law, 
or the other to the Church, that thzy may not be taken trom 
it, nor a ſtipend, or other thing to be exchanged tor them, 
without the conſent of Parſon, and Patron at lcaſt. 

I muſt confefie, that could th: Divine Morall Right to the 
' Tenth part be ſuthcicntly cleered,that this would eafily reſolve 
the reſt ; and no man could then go about the Alteration here- 
in, but hc muſt ſet God himſelf at defianc-: Bur ſomuch there- 
of being her-in proved, as that by the Divine Morall Law, an 
Honourable Portion in kind, is due to the Miniſter of the 
Goſpell, and many Ancient and modern writers have held, and 
do maintain the fetled maintenance belonging to the Church 
of Exgland, to be the Portion of Divin« Right belonging to it, 
That which I ſhall now ſay, is by way of Caveat to them in 
Supreame power, that it highly concerns them ( if they intend 
any altcration hercin) to be fully ſatisfied in this Point of Dj- 
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vine Right, as well for the kinde, as for the quota,before the 
£0 about it; forit is not for men of dubious thoughts,but well 
reſolved, by ſound and folid Arguments , to undertake a mu- 
tation of this ſacred Revenue, for ifeither the kinde or quota 
be Moral,the Alteration is d:ſpzrate 3 and why ſhould Supreme 
Power ran the hazard of a curſe from Heaven upon themſelves, 
and the whole Nation, by reſalving that which at leaſt is que- 
ſtionable, not with men only, but between them and God , to 
whom the judgement belongs; There,to be given, where he is 
the only Advocate, whoſe Spouſe ( if the Right be hers) is 
diſinhzrited. Religion and Policy both, prompt men in mat=- 
ters dubious to reſolve of the ſafeſt courſe ; No danger in con- 
firming the Miniſters maintenance as it ſtands eſtabliſh:d, but 
great hazard in the commuting. 

2. The ſecond Argument for this Exchange;is, that the way 
of Tithing is a contentious way of maintenance of the Mini- 
ſter, and forpeace ſake ſome other way muſt be found out for 
their ſub{iſtence, leſſ: ſubje& to contention. 

Thoſe who frame this for a reaſon of the Alteration, ſcarce 
look ſo far as to theDonor of this ſacred maintenance; for it 
they did , then would they conſider that God himſelt made 
this a Law among the Fews his own ſele& people; (to goe no 
higher, having ſaid enough thereof before) And unlefſe wee 
will be wiſer then he who is Wiſdome it ſelf, wee may not 
cenſure this way of maintenance for contentious , nor hold 
forth any other as more peaceable for Jews or Chriſtians , the 
Chriſtians imitating them who did receive their Law from the 
mouth of God himſelt. 

Czrtainly had there been a more peaceable way to have been 
found out, for maintenance of Gods Miniſters, the Om- 
niſcient and Omnipotent Lord, as he muſt needs have known 
it, ſo his Goodnefſe and Power is ſach, that hz would have fo 
appointed itz Letus th:nlay our hands upon our mouthes , 
and b: filent, or if we will be ſp:aking, let us condemn our 
own fooliſhneſſ2, and magnihe his wiſdome. 

But becauſe it is the corrapt nature of man to be finding 
out inventions, and to be always changing, though for the 
worſe, before we fall upon this Exchange, with ns, Tet us en- 
quirs whzther the Fews did, or Jawtally might have _—_ 

uch 
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ſuch Exchangers? that they had cauſe ſoto be, (if conten= 
tion bea cauſe ) iscvident, for there wanted not amongſt 
them who withheld, ſubtrafted, and withdrew their Tithes, 
as now amonett us, witnefſ: the complaint of the Prophet, 
and the vain=glorious boaſting of the Phariſee, that He paid 
Tithe of all that be poſſeſſed; implying that others did not ; that 
their natural inclinations prompted them to it , is _—_— ; 
for they were and yet are the greateſt Brokers and Exchangers 
thatthe world affords. That they yet did not put ſuch Ex- 
change in praQtice, it is evident by that of our Saviour in the 
Goſpel, Tee Tithe Mint, and Rue, &c: and that of the proud 
Phariſce betore ; ſo -—> am ſee, that though the 7ewes were 
the moſt perverſe and ſtiff-necked people of all others, (not- 
withſtanding they were the only ſele& Nation ) yet they wer? 
not grown to this height of inipiety, as to exchange the ſacred 
Patrimony by a Law. 

Let us then examine the ſecond part, Whether lawfully they 
might have been ſuch Exchangers of Tithes? Obſerve here, 
that | do intend the firſt Tenth paid to the Levites, not the ſe- 
cond Tenth our of the nine parts, -which the two firſt yeares 
were to be brought to Fer/alem , there to be ſpent in Feaſts, 
and the third year upon the poor and Levites within his own 
gates : For if the way were too far from Feruſalem , then by 
L evit. 27.31. they might change thoſe Tithes into money, ad- 
ding a fifth part more to them, (which few of our Exchangers 
will be willing todoe. ) But the Inquifition here handled is 
of the firſt tenth, Whether the Jewes might lawfully have ex- 
changed that? which 1 am perſwaded, noman of ſound judg- 
ment will maintain : For the allowance of their exchange of 
the ſecond tenth in cafe Supra, excludes the exchange of the 


other. Now what was it that might hinder this exchange, we 


will ſpare the Divine Right, for wee have ſpoken enough of 
that bzfore 3 But admitting that did not impede, then certain- 
ly it muſt be the Judicial Law given them that did reſtrain them 
from it. If ſo, then why ſhould not our Humane Pofitive 
Laws withhold us from the like ? If you will make the diffe- 
rence to reſt in this, that God more immediatly preſcribed 
that to the Jewes for their National Law, then this Poſitive 
Law to us; this is a difference without a diverſity, for by that 


reaſon 
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reaſonthe Jewes ſhould have been more firiftly bound to the 
obſervation of the Decalogue, (though Moral) then Chrifti- 
ans» And againgit was a Law given to thzm for their Nation, 
not excluſive, that no other Nation ſhould uſe it, but rather 
as a pattern tor other Nations to imitate 3 and ſo it being unto 
the Fews but a bare Judicial} Law, it could be no more bind- 
ing to them by reaſon af a more immediate preſcription , then 
to us by a mediate imitation , —_ not ſo much the Fees 
for example,as God for the Authour of that Law. 

Again, whence ariſeth the ground of this contention, which 
makes the Miniſtzrs maintenance by Tithing fo litigious , as 
that ſome new way for their ſubliſtence muſt be found out ? 
Doth this cantention ariſe from the Parſong part , or from the 
Pariſhoner ? If on the Pariſhioners part, then in Juſtice and 
Reaſon, ought Supreme Power to provide better Laws to 
compel the Pariſhioner to pay his due, and not to enforce the 
Parſon to depart with his indiſputable Right, becauſe his Pa» 
riſhioner doth him wrong, tor that were all one, as if my 
neighbour have a mind to my houſe, or land, and becauſe 1 
will not let him have it, he will difſciſe or diſfofſefſe me of it, 
and then Supreme Power to make a Law to enforce me to take 
money or another thing for it; whereas Authority is ordained 
by God, to puniſh bim that doth wrong, and to relieve the innocent 
and him that u injur” d. 

Now that the Pariſhioner is the contentions perſon in this 
caſe, it is maniteſt by the mulciead2 of aRtons that the people 


The Judges of 
Allie are able 


ut the Parſons to, wherein the Tryals generally and conſtant= to reftifie this 
ſy go with the Parion who is injured , and from whom right Truth. 


58 detained 3 whereunto the people are the more encouraged, 
becauſe Tithes have been diſcountenanced, the ancient: reme- 
dy for their recovery partly takeit away, the Title ſcandalizzd, 
as if the payment of them were ſuperititious, and Popiſh, and 
againſt the Laws both of God and man,which the people moſt 
greedily ſwallow, and no ſatisfaction endeavour:d to be given 
to the avaritious multitude of their Legality : But as it the 
payment of them were as bad as clamor makes them, the peo- 
ples hopes are daily fed and heightned by holding forth of o- 
ther Provilions intended for them; whereas in point of Juſtice, 


Governors {ſhould make new Laws to ſuppreſſ2 new deceirtu} 
Inventions, 
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Inventions,and confirm all Legal Intereſts and Propricties. 

And thus you ſee how it comes to paſſe that payment of 
Tithes is looked uponas contentious and troubleſome, becanſe 
the peoplz make it firſt Iitigious, and then cry out tor an abo« 
liſhment, or change at leaft, becauſe it islitigious ; as it it were 
lawful for one to take away the goods of another, and unlaw- 
ful for him whoſe goods they were to uſe his lawful remedy 
for their recovery : Or, (yet moreplainly) as if it were law- 


ful to ſteal, and then to hang him up whoſe goods were ſtoln, 


for proſecuting the Thief: It this be not, I know not what is, 
the calling evi! good, and good evil, the juſtifying of the wicked, 
and condemning the juſt, the reward whereot you may ſee in 
one word, Io, Eſ7.5. 20. 23. which general word compriſeth 


all particular judgements here and hereafter, temporal and e-= 


ternal. 

Nor is the payment of Tithes contentious, becauſe the Par- 
ſon ſues for more then his Right, but becauſe the Pariſhioner 
will not pay what he ought : and the proof of the values reſt- 
Ing as well of the one tide as the other, the Pariſhioner is too 
hard for the Parſon frequently, which gives an inlet,and open- 
eth a wide gap both to Witneſſes and to Jury men, (who never 
were friends to Tithes) of the greateſt and moſt familiar per- 
Jury, that happeneth in any Tryals whatſocver; And all with 
impunity,for want of ſome Superior Court , whereunto the 
Judges of Aſſiſe may binde {ch Jurors to appearand to anſwer 
tor their miſdemeanors in thoſe trials. And that by the Law as 
now it ſtands, the Plaintiffe can recover no coſts of Suit: In 
which two caſes, if Authority would provide remedy, Tithes 
would be paid with Ieffe ſcruple and contention by far , then 
now they are, and Iz: difficult would it be for them in Su- 
preme Power to provid: Laws for the more juſt payment of 
Tithzs,and avoidingSuits and Contentions therein,then to find 
out and eſtabliſh a new Proviſion in lieu of them,which at the 
beſt will tacitely cenſure the Wiſdome of God, as hath been 
ſhzwed ; For this contention ariſeth not from the nature or 
manner of Tithes,but from thoſe who rob God and his Mini- 
{tzrs of thew. 

And agatn, fuch new Proviſton muſt neceffarily ariſe either 
out of th: Land, ſubje& to the payment of Tithes, or clſe out of 

the 


EX. 2 Iu 
the publick Treaſury. If out of the Land,I demand then whe- 
ther hee that now ſcroples at, or contends in the payment of 
Tithes, will not be as troubleſome and contentious in payment 
of anotherthing in lien of them ? Ir is not to be doubted, but 
he will, it the conteſt ariſe from the thing it ſelf, which is the 
ſcruple and conteſt of the Anabaptiſt and Sefary, who diſrel- 
liſh che Miniſtery it (:]f z and therefore ſcruple and contend ar 
any maintenance at all, and they fall not under this diſpute of 
Alteration, who are altogether for abolition. hs 
Bur it the conteſt ariſe about the name of Tithes or other 
ground, then poſſibly they may not be ſcrupulons or contenti=- 
ous to allow another thing, which as is ſhewed before , may 
more cafily be compoſed by a private agreement, then by a 
publick and general At; tor difficult will it be, by a:general 
A, to make the exchange cqual, or at leaſt ſich as the Church- 
may not be a loſer, and yet the Pariſhioner not think himſelf o- 
vercharged 3 which it he be, or do but. think himſelf fo to be, 
how contentious will ne? auto ? and how litigious will be the 
payment ?' and fo in ſtead of one evil ſpirit conjured down,ma- 
ny will be raiſed - depot 
\ But ſuppoſe the Pariſhioner be made to pay hisTithes ro the 
State, and the Miniſter to have his pay from the publick Treas 
ſury, (which is the moſt likely projeAa.) How intricate a mat=- 
rer will it be found to ſettle a due Stipend ? Some Pariſhes are 
greater then other 3 ſome Minifters more deſerving then other 
ſome having a greater charge of wife and children then other 3 
ſome in birth and education brought up at an higher charge 
then other; ſome places dearer to live in then other: All 
which,with a multitude of other difficulties, are to be taken in- 
to confideration, and then it the Stipend be nor fix:dto.'the 
place, every removal and ſucceſſion will require a new Altera- 
tion in perpetuity. | Sb 24a 
' If the Miniſter of each Parifh be to receive our of the publick 
Treaſury the rent of the Tithes of his Pariſh; Firſt,beſtdes that, 
that the Pariſhioners will not bepleaſed to pay their Tithes to 
the State-Officer, Tenant, or ColleSor, the Parſonicannox re> 
ccive his due, for the Tenant, Officer, or Colle&or-are to have 
their ſhare out ot it, then the Treaſurer, Auditor, Tellers,Pay- 
niaſters, and many other publick TY and their _ and 
| ttcn® 
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Attendants, are to have th:ir alarics,and the State muſt not be 
a loſer 3 and by that times that all theſe have had their ſhares 
our of a fat B:nefice , how 1zan will the Parſon look ? though 
there were no bribery to be thought on, for Publicans will 
A not be always Saints, nor will Sajnts be Ay Publicans, And 


how naked ſhall the poor Parſon be,when he hath neither hay, 
ftraw, nor food for horſe or beaſt, nor bread,drink,or meat for 
himſelf or family, nor 9nz pound of wooll to clothe them all? 
Thoſe that live in Citigs,or in Marxet Towns , ( it they have 
money) may provid? ſuch neceſfarizs; but how will it fare 
with thoſe who live in Countrey Villages, eſpecially remote 
from Markets? So that upan the matter there muſt be-far evee 
ry place a peculiar Alteration , and for every Alteration a pcs 
Far Law. Thoſe that ſeek peace in an unjuſt way, let them 
in fo ſeeking aſſure themiſclves that they (hall finde contention 
and trouble enough ; For Opus Tuſtitie eſt Pax. Peace is the 
fruit or effeR of Juſtice, not of Injuſtice , for which you may 
ſee the ſacred Text, Eſc 32. 17. Dum Pacem babemus Rellunp 
guerinus, they who deftroy Religion with one hand, and Jys 
ſtice with other, who hold Meum in th'one hand, and Tuumy 
in other, who will keep what they have, and get whar they 
can, by deſtroying Religion, Law, and Propriety, let their Em- 
bleme be, Sic guerimyus Bellum. | 
A third Argument there js , That this Way of Tithing js an 
incartain way of maintenance for the Miniſter , and therefore 
ſome new way to be found out that ſhall be more certain. 
This reaſon ſounds as if Miniſters were weary of the old ſa- 
cred Revenue, and now ſought for an Alteration : But herein 
certainly the Miniſter is injured, jt is not their ſeeking , nor 
can they in conſcience or prudence defire any exchange. Firſt, 
with what conſcience can they ſeek it , or accept of it, when 
thatthey and all the Learned know and acknowledge the way 
of Tithing tq be a Moral Inſtitution, and an Evangclical Ordi- 
nance for the Miniſters maintenance, and nothing ut the quot @ 
ar part controverted in it. And if by an A'teration the ſcru» 


gus conſcience of one Lay man be quieted, the conſciences 
of all the Clergy will hereby be off:nded. 


Nor can the Cle 62 peapAy dcfire It, it they do but con- 
oh | title to their Tithes is honoured by 
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Venerable Antiquity, and cſtabliſhzd, ratified and confirmed 
by all the Poſitive Laws of this Nation z and that the wits of 
al Ages (tice it became Chriltian, could invent or excogitate. 
And how long will it be before Stipends will gain that Repute, 
or be ratified by like Authority ? And if Right, backed with 
ſuch Authority, and Antiquity , carnot now ſapport Tithes, 
with how (mall a blaft will Stipends of a new ſtamp be blown 
away ? 

{+ FM us examine wherein the incertainty of Tithes con- 
fiſts, that requireth ſuch Exchange. Is Tithe more Incertain 
then the nine parts? Can the Hugbandman promiſe to himſelf 
a more certain encreaſe in his Nine pany then the Patſon can 
do of his Tenth ? Or, doth not the Tithe yield as certain a 
Rent or Revenue, asthe nine parts? And doth not the Parſon 
pay as certain a Monethly taxe for his T<nth part , as the Huf- 
bandman for his Nine? And what incertainty is there more 
in the telling of ten Cocks of Corn , then in the telling of ten 

pounds of money ? There is thus nuuch more certainty In re- 
_ ceiving of Tithe, then of a Stipend, that the Tithe hath been 

certainly paid in Harveſt, and a Stipend will be certainly paid 
when the Parſon can get it. So you fee Nature pays its due 
certainly , man incertainly , and yet the incertainty of man 

cryed up to be certain, and the immutability of Nature con- 

demned for incertainty. 

By what then hath been ſaid, you may diſcover the invali- 

dity of thoſe motives of {crupulous conſciences, contentions, 

and incertainties held forth as grounds and cauſes for the Alte- 

ration of this Sacred Revenue. All other Arguments for this 

Alteration are more clamorous then colourable, Theſe I take 

to be the moſt ſober, and yet not ſolid pretences, but ſuch as 

beſt deſerved a ſatisfattory Anſwer. | 

Now whether in Juſtice ſuch a Mutation may be, or not, 

by Supreme Power profeſſing ro govern by the known Laws 

of the Land, is conſiderable z and I truſt that without of- 
tence, may by the Rules of Juſtice and Reaſon, admit of dif- 

aiſition : For this is not to limit their Power, but to re&ihe Coke [6.4.13. 

 - = © lib.8.in | 

It isa Maxime in the Law, that an A& of Parliament a- og 
gainſt Commmon Right and _— or againſt the _ ” Phyitians. 

2 


s RL PSS eos Eee Ee oo 


(22) 

God, is ipſo fa&o, null and void. It a Law therefore ſhould 
be made to deſtroy an innocent perion, either in his life or e- 
ſtate, this would be (ip/o fas) void; or it to take away the 
Right of another againſt his wil!, without a crime, it would 
be null and void: Mach more Illegal will it be to deftroy or 
take away the Right of a Socicty, Funition, or Profeſſion of 
men. And becauſe ſome Miniſt:rs have been cont:ntious, 
that therefore all muſt ſuff:r. The Schoolmen hold it unlaw- 
fal to excommunicate a Corporation, or Society , out of a 
preſumption that ſome of them nay be Innocent. 

If any ſhall urge preſidents either Forain, or Domeſtick , 
Former, or Recent, via with us; it is anſwered, That be- 
fides that, that preſidents are not always to be praftiſed, nor 
is the commonneſſe of an offence any States juſtification; You 
may know, that neither Monaſteries, &c. veſted in the Crown 
or State, till the Corporation, Order, &c. were difſolved. 
But now the Miniſters Right is to be taken away , and yet the 
Miniſtery to ſtand : andif it be not Jawful to take away their 
Right,the conferring of another thing upon them in exchange, 
wil not cure the wrong. Ahab was not grown to that height 

of- —35 toaGt ſiich Impiety. 

Authority is ordained by G..d and man, to juſtifi: the In- 
noc:nt, and puniſh the Guilty, to maintain right and ſuppreſs 
wrong. Arenot therefore {ome fiery ſpirits condemned, and 
that juſtly, that of late voted down Right, I meanthe Right 
of Patronages? Dorh ic not concern others th.n to bee very 
wary, how they go about to turn Tithes into Stipends, or 
ſome other thing, whereby they doe not onely take away the 
Parſons Right, but the Patrons too , and inthe alteration of 

_ 2part. Inft.p. the one, they deſtroy the otffer. For you may read In a Lear- 
646.661. 364. ned Writer of the Law, that if you take away the Tithe” from 
the Parſon, you take away the Ri2he of Patronage from the 

Patron; for ina Writ of Rizht vi Advowſon, ( which is one 

of the moſt ancient Writs of the Law) the Patron muſt wake 

bis Title to the Patronage, bj; alledginy the taking of the Tithes 

by the Parſon ; for the whotc binefir &t the Patron conliſteth 

in conferring his Tich2s upon his Chaplain; and it the Tithes 

be taken from him, the Advowſon or Right of Patronage doth 

vanifh as a thing without fruit or bencht. Other Writs and 
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matters of Antiquity might be produced for the Rights of Pa- 
rronages, which we truſt to be needleſs now to urge, fince the 
vote for taking away thoſe Rights of the People, hath been 
cond2mned by all ſober men, as a thing ſo deſtrufive to Right 
and Propriety, that no man could have told where ſach High 
Injuſtice would have ended. Let them then that now or here- 
after ſhall fit in the Szat of Authoricy be well adviſed, how by 
the Altzration of one Fundamentall point of the Law, or of 
the Propriety of one ſort, Condition or Quality of perſons, 
they do not deſtroy another ; and by the opening ot ſuch a 
Gap, make way to the Ruine and deſtruftion of all. 

May we not now rather bewaile the mean, poor, deſpicable 
and.contemptible condition of the Church of Eng/and,where- 
unto ſh: is at this day Reduced ; Then to ſeek to take frum her, 
that one, Onely and Single Right of Tithes,that is left her:Her 
Rights, Libertizs, and Priviledges were ſo Numerous hereto- 
fore, that no former Age held it ſafe to begin their cn1merati- 
on, or to ſum them up, leſt any ſhould be omitted. Nor did a- 
ny At of Parliament hitherto emumerate them 3 though the 
great Charter of this Nation did particulariſe, and ſpecihe the 
Rights and Liberties of the Lay People, and no orher are con- 3. Part Inſt. p. 
firmed unto them, but what were therein mentioned, yet the 3: 4+ 
Rights, Priviledges, and Liberties of Holy Church not being 
held fate to be then numbred, are by that Magna Charta, in fa 
vour of the Church, confirmed in terms 7 Generality , and 
that Form only of Confirmation ufed.by all Succeeding Parlia- 
ments. Of all the Ornaments that did ſer forth her Beauty here- 
totore, whereof ſhe is now deflowred;(hall we not leave her one 
Jewell or Enſ1gne, wherby ſhe may be knoven,you that are,now 
her Enemies, and ſolicice Supreme Power ſtill againſt hey 02 
now charitable at laſt, afli&not her that mourneth. acither 
add? ſorrow to her affliction. Think upon the CurEs of them Pſal. 69. and 
who perſccute ſuch as the Lord hath ſmitren, «nd tals how Eſay the 47. 
they may vex them, whom the Lord hath wounded. throughout. 

Thoſe whobear the Sword, have been highly ſucceſſ:ful a- 
gainſt men in their Millitary imploymen®s and let them not 
take this Caveat in evill part, to be way of contending with 
God,for they that ſhal alter this Sacy«t Revenue ofthe Chncra 
mult take upon them to reſolve th» Foint of Divinity , _ 

3 all 
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All the Learned of fornier Ages throughout all Chriſtendome 
have left undermined ; and yet moſt of them both Ancient and 
Modern, have held with the Divine Right, which if it ſhould 
now be Reſolved amiſs, how can you afrerwards expett that 
the Heavens ſhould favour you. And again what an Earth- 


"quake may we imagine will arife amongft Proprieries, if this 


lead the Dance? And it ſuch a Judgement begin at the Houſe of 
God, and in the Sacred Revenue, what may we think will be 
the iſſae of Common and Lay-Proprieties? 

Laſtly,it Divine Righe will not ſupport this Church-Patri- 
mony, yet me thinkes Humane Right may be ſufficient to pre- 
ſerve it. For the Lawes for Ecclefiaſticall Rights are as Poſitive, 
and ought to. be as powerfull , as for Temporall Rights ; 
therefore is faid , Quod Fura Ecclefie , publicis equiparantur, 
and that it which is Granted to the Church for the Honour 
of God, and maintenance of his Religion and ſervice ( as men 
muſt acknowledge tithes wereYis Granted for and to Cod. And 
if fo, not m the Power of man, to take away from his Miniſters 
againſt their wills, wherein I wouldnot be miſtaken, as if I did 
limit Supreme Power, or derogate from it; Bur my meaning is 


to aſcribe that Honour to it, which the Law requires that all 


men ſhould have of it, that is, that they cannor, becauſe they 
will not, do an unjuſt thing, wherein the Gods on Earth do 
reſemble the God of Heaven. Forif when it is ſaid that Su- 
preme power may do what they will,this ſhal be extended that 
whatſoever they will do, be it juft or unjuſt, is lawfull ; that is 


_ an apparent error. For never was any ſuch Power given unto 


men, as that their wils ſhould be a Law : For this is the Peculi. 
>: Prerogative of the great God For what he wits is alwayesz 
Jul t=cauſe he wills it; But what man wills is never good wr- 
lffe it i» juſt, 

We reaG but of one amongſt the Heathen that could ay,Sic 
zolo, ſic Jubeo, Ret pro Ratione voluntas. And but of one other in 
ſacred ſtory,&f whom it was ſaid, thus it muſt be, and thus it 
muſtnot be, fortophy; will nor have it thus, but ſo, it is God 
only who iseflentaly juft, Man js juſt, but accidentally as he 
is well, or ill affeCteo-. and therefore a Subjedt improper to 
whom ſuch an abfolute yoyer ſhould be allowed, as that his 
will ſhould be a Law. Nor & ye read that ever any ſetled Go- 
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yernment,or Governors clajmed a Power de Fyre to deprive an 
Innocent man, or a Prafcſſhhon, or Society of Innocent men of 
their Rights, which by the Lawes of that Land are, and ftand 
veſted and ſetled in them. For what were this, but a meer Ar- 
bitrary Governmentzto ſay no worſe of it,we treat not of Con- 
quered Nations, becauſe(we think we are a ſetled Goverament, 

nd yet Will:am the Conqueror loſt nothing by confirming the 


Rights of the Church in the firlt place,and Tithes thereunto in 
particular, for though nog his Line, yst his Reglane 
ed till theſe dayes. And it: ſeldome goes well long with the 
Commonwealth, when it goes ill with the Church, 

Thus haye I endeavoured in this diſcourſe(though with too 
much weakneſs for ſo Pjous a Pacrlmorys 76 with ardene zeal) 
to preſer the Church from ſaffering and difſwade others from 
tranſpreſling, in alezring this Sacred Revenue into a ſtipend, or 
other thing. By ſhewing the Primary owner to be Lord in a 
Peculigr manner, The Lord to be the firſt Donor to his firſt 
Pricſt before the Law 3; To the Eeyites pro Tempore under 
the Lawe Andakeryards to the Evangclicall Miniſtry in pzre- 
petuity, Who may neither per Fq@um, nec per F wr” as cg 
neo pro Encambium alienate or alter them ta the Churches pre» 
Judicez Nax to be either Agents, ar willingly Patients in this 

2rmutation. Foraſmuch as this Revenue 1n its kinde j8 moſt 

aturall, moſt canveniant, moſt equall. The Inſtitution there- 
of in the thing (if not iy the Q«9t4 alſo) by the Diving Morall 
ar Natirall Law. The Donation or Afgnation both of the 
Thing and of the Quotz or Part, Judiciall to the Jewes,Nat Cee 
remoniall, nor the Thing Leviticall, otherwiſe then in the af 
ſignation pro Tempore 3 Since the Law, the Thing it (elt at lealt 
in kinde(if not in the Q»9t2 alſo)Evangelicall. The Thing and 
Quota by the Judiciall, Nationall & Poſitive Lawes of England 
eſtabliſhzd, veſted, and ſetled in-the Church as her Propriety, 
Not in the Legiſlative Power (for ſo nmch as concerneth the 
Divine Morall or Naturall Rightthereot) to be altered : Nor 
without offznce b2 it ſpoken) fog what thereof concerneth the 
err or Poſitive Lawes of this Nation, without the con- 


ſent of Parſon and Patron, to be changed 3 Neither _ pre- 
rence of Scruple, Contention, Incertainty, or Inequality, nor 


any other pretence whatſoever. For Juſtitia et Suum Cuique- 
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nt continu- his Survey of 
All the Anci- 


ent Lawes of: 


the Land. 
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tribuere, ( Suum non Alienum) that is to ſay, Juſtice gives to eve- 
ry man his own, Not to one man that which is ancthers;So that 
no Reſpe&t whatſozver caught to incline a Judge to give Judge- 
ment againſt the Law or Right. | 

In all or any of which particulars wherein I have fallen ſhort 
( For it was not my ps to be tedious,nor to Muſter up the 
Objeions,or Anſwers tor,or againſt the Riſe the Author, the 
Right orthe Quota of Tithes, which are enough to be the Sub- 
zefts of a voluminous Book, but only to ſhew the Dogmaticall 
truths, and rhe Conceſſions, it not of all, yet of the Generality 
of Writers in this Summary diſcourſe) truſt ſome others more 
able will afford their helping hand tor the ſupport of this Sa- 
cred Revenue, which is the af of the flowers of the Churches 
Temporall Garland now lett her, that is conſiderable. And it is 
co be hoped, (if it be well defended now by able Pexs) that it 
will be the laſt Confli& and Conteſt ſhe ſhall find againſt this 
Judiciall atLeaſt, Divine Patrinony,which hath this only Ad- 
verſary to confute or fatisfie now remaining, eſpecially if the 
Eyes of the peogee were but once open, and their underſtanding 
enlightned,and their hopes of Gain(their great D;41a)abated, 
by looking upon Hollaxd our Siſter Commonwealth, ' Fraxce 
and other Places where Tithes have been tranſlated only from 
the Minifters, to the State Commiſſioners, , where they, and I 
will both end in this Alteration, For Quod Nox capit Chriſftus, 
capit Fiſcus, what is not paid to the Church, -muſt be paid to 
the Checquer. Unde Nulla Redemptio, from whence there is No 
Return. 
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